We consider a preferred-frame bimetric theory in which the scalar gravitational field both influences the metric and has direct dynamical effects. A modified version ("v2") is built, by assuming now a locally-isotropic dilation of physically measured distances, as compared with distances evaluated with the Euclidean space metric. The dynamical equations stay unchanged. To obtain a local conservation equation for energy with the new metric, the equation for the scalar field is modified: now its l.h.s. is the flat wave operator. Fluid dynamics is formulated and the asymptotic scheme of post-Newtonian approximation is adapted to v2. The latter also explains the gravitational effects on light rays, as did the former version (v1). The violation of the weak equivalence principle found for an extended body at the point-particle limit, which discarded v1, is proved to not exist in v2. Thus that violation was indeed due to the space anisotropy, which was assumed in v1, and which should be true also in general relativity in "Schwarzschild-like" gauges.
Introduction
The universality of gravitation, i.e., the fact that "all bodies fall in the same way in a gravitational field," is a distinctive feature of the gravity interaction. It is also known as the "weak equivalence principle" (WEP), the equivalence being between the gravitational and inertial effects: indeed, the fact that the gravitational acceleration of a small body is the same independently of its composition and its mass, allows to incorporate in it the acceleration due to the motion of the arbitrary reference frame through an inertial frame. Following Galileo, Newton, and Eötvös, the empirical validity of the WEP has been checked with increasing precisions [1] . Therefore, the WEP is involved in the very construction of relativistic theories of gravitation, in particular in the construction of Einstein's general relativity (GR), which takes benefit of the universality of gravity to geometrize it. More precisely, in the construction of a relativistic theory, one ensures the validity of the WEP for test particles, which, by definition, do not influence the gravitational field. The geometrization operated by GR is one way to do this. Another way is to formulate the dynamics by an extension of Newton's second law, the gravitational force being mg with m the (velocity-dependent) inertial mass and g a (theory-dependent) gravity acceleration [2] . We would like to emphasize that Einstein's geometrized dynamics, in which test particles follow geodesic lines of the space-time metric, can be rewritten in that way [2] .
A theory of gravitation has been built, in which one starts from a simple form for the field g, suggested by a heuristic interpretation of gravity as Archimedes' thrust due to the space variation of the "ether pressure" p e [3] , and in which p e also determines the space-time metric [4] . One obtains a scalar bimetric theory with a preferred reference frame. This theory is summarized in Ref. [5] . It admits a "physically observable preferred foliation" [6] , in short a detectable ether. Yet, apart from the WEP violation to be discussed below, it seems to agree with observations [5, 7] . In particular, the ether of that theory could be indeed detected by adjusting on astrodynamical observations the equations of celestial mechanics that are valid in the theory [7] . In this connection, it is relevant to mention that, currently, a detectable ether is advocated already in the absence of gravitation by Selleri, notably to account for superluminal signals, which Nimtz and his team claim to observe in "photonic tunneling" experiments [8] . In the event that the superluminal character of such signals would be confirmed, they would allow to measure our absolute velocity [9] : this velocity could then indeed be evaluated in the framework of a theory close to special relativity, but based on an absolute simultaneity [10] .
As we mentioned, the WEP is valid for any test particle, by construction-in the investigated scalar theory just as well as in GR. But any real body, however small it may be, must influence the gravitational field, so that one can a priori expect the occurrence of self-accelerations. The latter ones are excluded from Newton's theory by the actio-reactio principle, but this principle cannot even be formulated in a nonlinear theory-as are most relativistic theories. Moreover, the mass-energy equivalence, which has to be accounted for by a relativistic theory, implies that the rest-mass, kinetic, and gravitational energies of the test body all influence the gravitational field. This means that the internal structure of the test body may a priori be expected to influence its motion, which would be a violation of the WEP. Hence, the validity of the WEP for test particles is far from ensuring that this principle applies to real bodies. In GR, a few studies of the self-force acting on an extended body can be found, e.g. [11, 12, 13] , but they have been based on simplifying assumptions such as that of a black-hole body [11, 12] , or on linearized GR [13] . Such assumptions are not appropriate to check whether a violation of the WEP might be predicted by GR in the real world, say for an asteroid or a spacecraft in the solar system. It is well-known since the work of Nordtvedt [14, 15] , that the WEP may be violated for extended bodies of a finite mass in some relativistic theories of gravity (see also Will [16, 17] ), though not in GR under the harmonic gauge. However, the kind of violation of the WEP which we have in mind is a more severe one, that occurs even at the limit in which the size of the extended body shrinks to zero [18] .
In the above-mentioned scalar theory [5] , it has been proposed a rigorous framework for the study of weakly-gravitating systems [19] , in conformity with the asymptotic approximation schemes which are currently used in applied mathematics, and this scheme has been developed it up to the equations of motion of the mass centers of perfect-fluid bodies [20, 21] . This "asymptotic" scheme of post-Newtonian approximation (PNA) is based on a one-parameter family of initial conditions, defining a family of gravitating systems. 1 It is hence different from the "standard" PNA proposed for GR by Fock [23] and Chandrasekhar [24] , which is at the basis of a significant part of the subsequent work on relativistic celestial mechanics in GR, and in which no such family is considered. The asymptotic PNA predicts that the internal structure of the bodies definitely influences their motion in a weakly-gravitating system such as our solar system, at least for the scalar theory [21] . Moreover, by considering a family of PN systems which are identical but for the size of one of the bodies, which is a small parameter ξ, it has been possible to make a rigorous study of the point-particle limit. It has thus been found [18] that the internal structure of a body does influence its post-Newtonian acceleration even at the point-particle limit. It has also been investigated the particular case where, apart from the small body, there is just one massive body, which is static and spherically symmetric (SSS). In that case, the PN equation of motion of the mass center of the small body is identical to the PN equation of motion of a test particle in the corresponding SSS field, apart from one structure-dependent term. These results show a patent violation of the WEP, and one whose magnitude is likely to discard the initial version of the theory [18] . The specific reason which makes the WEP violation actually occur in the point-particle limit of the PN equations of motion has been identified: it is the anisotropy of the space metric (in the preferred reference frame of the theory). More precisely, it was assumed [4] that there is a gravitational contraction of physical objects, only in the direction of the gravity acceleration g, thus making the PN spatial metric depend on the derivatives U ,i of the Newtonian potential U. The structure-dependence (hence the non-uniqueness) of the point-particle limit comes then from the fact that the self part of the second derivatives U ,i,j is order zero in ξ [18] . Since just the same form of PN metric is valid for the standard form of Schwarzschild's solution, and since there are gauges in which that standard form is the unique solution of the SSS case, we argue that a similar violation of the WEP might also occur in GR, depending on the gauge [18] .
Therefore, it has been began [25] to investigate the case where one assumes a locally isotropic gravitational contraction, which case is nearly as natural as the anisotropic case according to the heuristic concept that led to the scalar theory, i.e., gravity seen as due to the heterogeneity of the field of "ether pressure" p e . It has been shown that 1 A scheme similar to our "asymptotic" scheme has been previously proposed for GR by Futamase & Schutz [22] , though it is based on a particular initial condition as to the space metric and its time derivative, which enforces the spatial isotropy of the metric. In any case, the work [22] is restricted to the local equations, and this in a form which is not very explicit.
there is some freedom left for the equation governing the field p e . The aim of the present paper is to propose a definite equation for the scalar gravitational field, leading to an exact local conservation law for the total (material plus gravitational) energy; to investigate the main features of this new version of the theory; and to show that it does eliminate the WEP violation which has been found with the former version. The next Section summarizes the basic concepts of the theory, which remain true for the new version to be built in this paper. Section 3 precises the equation for the scalar field, in connection with the necessity of obtaining an exact energy conservation. The equations of motion of a perfect fluid are obtained in Sect. 4. Section 5 is devoted to the post-Newtonian approximation and shows, in particular, that this theory predicts the same effects on light rays as the standard effects known in GR. The PN equations of motion of the mass centers are derived in Sect. 6. The point-particle limit is taken in Sect. 7, and our conclusion makes Sect. 8.
Basic concepts
The idea according to which gravity would be Archimedes' thrust due to the macroscopic part of the pressure gradient in a fluid ether, and the necessity to account for special relativity (which, in the Lorentz -Poincaré version [26]- [28] , is fully compatible with the concept of ether [29] - [33] ), lead to set a few basic assumptions [3, 4, 25] , which we state directly here.
The preferred reference frame and the metric
The space-time manifold V is assumed to be the product R × M, where M is the preferred reference body or "macro-ether," which plays the role of Newton's absolute space. The equations of the theory are primarily written in the preferred reference frame E associated with that body. 2 Specifically, it is assumed that the (macro-)ether M is endowed with a time-invariant Euclidean metric g 0 , with respect to which M is thus a rigid body, which is assumed to fill the Euclidean space. On the "time" component of 2 A reference frame is for us essentially a (three-dimensional) reference body, plus a notion of time. Let us begin with the viewpoint of "space plus time," which is admissible once we take the space-time to be a product, V = R × M -the "time" T of an event X = (T, x) ∈ V being thus the canonical projection of X into R. From this viewpoint, a general reference frame can be defined as a timedependent diffeomorphism ψ T of the space M onto itself. Consider the trajectories T → ψ T (x), each for a fixed x ∈ M. As x varies in M, the set of these trajectories defines a deformable body N, which is uniquely associated with the reference frame (ψ T ) T ∈R [3] . Thus, x ′ = ψ T (x) describes the motion of N relative to M. For a general ψ T , this body N will indeed be deformed. The most obvious reference frame is yet that one which is associated with M itself, thus: ∀ T, ψ T = Id M . This is our preferred frame denoted by E. From the viewpoint of "space-time," which is more general and which is hence also admissible in an ether theory, a reference frame is defined by a three-dimensional congruence of world lines, which defines a "body" (as we say) or "reference fluid" [34] . Thus the trajectories of the "space plus time" description are replaced by world lines: s → X(s). Among systems of space-time coordinates: X → χ µ (X) = y µ (µ = 0, ..., 3), coordinate systems adapted to a given reference frame are such that each world line X(s) belonging to the corresponding body has constant space coordinates: ∀s, χ i (X(s)) = y i = Constant (i = 1, 2, 3). the space-time, we have the one-dimensional Euclidean metric. Combining these metrics on the component spaces, we get a Lorentzian metric: the square scalar product of an arbitrary 4-vector U = (U 0 , u), with u an arbitrary spatial vector (i.e., formally, an element of the tangent space TM x to M at some x ∈ M), is
This is the "background metric," which should determine the proper time along a trajectory, if it were not for the metrical effects of gravity. For this to be true, it is necessary that in fact the canonical projection of an event X ∈ V gives x 0 ≡ cT , rather than T , where T is indeed a time (called the "absolute time") and c is the velocity of light. If on M we take Cartesian coordinates (x i ) for g 0 , then the space-time coordinates (x µ ) = (x 0 , (x i )) are Galilean coordinates for γ 0 [i.e., in that coordinates, (γ 0 µν ) = diag(1, −1, −1, −1)], which are adapted to the preferred frame E. The gravitational field is a scalar field p e , the "ether pressure," which determines the field of "ether density" ρ e from the barotropic relationship ρ e = ρ e (p e ). Gravity has metrical effects which occur through the ratio
with
More precisely, the "physical" space-time metric γ, that one which more directly expresses space and time measurements, is related to the background metric γ 0 by a dilation of time standards and a contraction of physical objects, both in the ratio β. Thus, in any coordinates (y µ ) which are adapted to the frame E and such that y 0 = x 0 ≡ cT , the line element of γ writes
where g is the physical space metric in the frame E. This equation implies that the scalar β can be more operationally defined as
(in any coordinates (y µ ) adapted to the frame E, and such that y 0 = cT ). Metric g is related to the Euclidean metric g 0 by the assumed gravitational contraction of objects, including space standards-hence the dilation of measured distances. This effect was formerly [4] assumed to occur only in the direction of grad ρ e , but it is now assumed isotropic. This means that the following relation is now assumed [25] between the spatial metrics g 0 and g: g = β −2 g 0 .
Dynamical equations
In addition to its metrical effects, the gravitational field p e has also direct dynamical effects, namely it produces a gravity acceleration
We shall soon assume that the p e -ρ e relationship is simply p e = c 2 ρ e . In that case, we get from (2):
The index g means that the gradient operator refers to the physical, Riemannian metric g, i.e., (grad g φ)(x) is a spatial vector (an element of TM x ) with components (grad g φ) i = g ij φ ,j . Equation (7) is a fundamental one according to the concept of the theory, but, obviously, to use a "gravity acceleration" we must define the dynamics by an extension of Newton's second law, as announced in the Introduction. This has been done in detail in Refs. [2, 35, 36] (see Ref. [5] for a summary), and the dynamical equations stay unchanged in the new version of the theory. Therefore, a synopsis of that dynamics will be enough. Dynamics of a test particle is governed by a "relativistic" extension of Newton's second law:
where F 0 is the non-gravitational (e.g. electromagnetic) force, v ≡ dx/dt x the velocity and v ≡ g(v, v) 1/2 its modulus, both being measured by physical clocks and rods of observers bound to the preferred frame E;
is the momentum; t x is the "local time" in E, measured by a clock at the fixed point x in the frame E, that momentarily coincides with the position of the test particle: from (4), we have
and Dw/Dξ is the appropriate "time-"derivative of a vector w(ξ) in a manifold M endowed with a "time-"dependent metric g ξ [2, 35] . In the static case (β ,0 = 0) with F 0 = 0, that dynamics implies [4, 2] Einstein's motion along geodesics of the curved space-time metric γ. 3 For a dust continuum, we may apply (9) pointwise and this implies [36] the following equation:
where T is the energy-momentum tensor of matter and nongravitational fields, and where b µ is defined by
(Indices are raised and lowered with metric γ, unless mentioned otherwise. Semicolon means covariant differentiation using the Christoffel connection associated with metric γ. Note that in GR, in contrast, we have b µ = 0 in (11) .) The universality of gravity means that Eq. (11) with definition (12) must remain true for any material medium. Thus, the dynamics of a test particle, as well as the dynamical field equation for a continuous medium, exactly obey the WEP, just as it is the case in GR. Equations (11)- (12) are valid in any coordinates (y µ ) which are adapted to the frame E and such that y 0 = φ(T ) for some function φ.
3 Scalar field equation and energy conservation 3.1 Semi-heuristic constraints on the scalar field equation Equation (7) for the gravity acceleration expresses the idea [3] according to which gravity would be Archimedes' thrust in Romani's "constitutive ether" [37] , i.e. a space-filling perfect fluid, of which any matter particle should be a mere local organization. The equation for the field p e in (7) should fulfil the following conditions [4, 25] : i) Newton's gravity, because it propagates instantaneously, should correspond to the limiting case of an incompressible ether (ρ e = Constant). ii) In the real case, the ether should have a compressibility K = 1/c 2 , so that the velocity of the pressure waves, c e ≡ (dp e /dρ e ) 1/2 (beyond which velocity the material particles, seen as flows in the universal fluid, should be destroyed by shock waves), coincide with the relativistic upper limit c. (This constraint leads to p e = c 2 ρ e , as assumed in advance for Eq. (8).) Thus, in the real case, the equation for p e should be a kind of nonlinear wave equation, the nonlinearity arising from the fact that the physical space-time metric γ is determined by the field p e itself. It is indeed the physical metric, not the background metric, which is directly relevant here, because the relativistic upper limit c applies to velocities measured with the local, physical instruments.
We note that, from Eqs. (4) and (6), the physical metric γ is nearly equal to the given Galilean metric γ 0 if and only if β ≈ 1, which, by the definition (2), means a quasi-incompressible flow, ρ e ≈ Constant if moreover we consider a "non-cosmological time scale" so that ρ ∞ e ≈ Constant. (Due to Eq. (8), it also implies that the gravitational field is weak, i.e. the gravity acceleration is "small.") Thus, in the limit β → 1 with ρ ∞ e ≈ Constant, the nonlinearity of the wave equation must evanesce while simultaneously the ether compressibility becomes very small and the metric becomes close to Galilean. Now Newton's gravity does correspond to a Galilean metric and is characterized by Poisson's equation for the field g:
with G the gravitational constant and ρ the Newtonian mass density. Hence, for an incompressible ether (ρ e = Constant), in which the gravity acceleration is defined by Eq. (7) with g = g 0 , Newton's gravity is exactly equivalent to the following equation for the "ether pressure" p e :
Therefore, the conditions i) and ii) suggest to admit that the equation for the field p e has the form [25] ∆ g p e + (time derivatives) = 4πGσρ e F (β),
the "time derivatives" term being such that, in the appropriate ("post-Minkowskian") limit [5] , involving the condition β → 1, the operator on the l.h.s. becomes equivalent to the usual (d'Alembert) wave operator. On the r.h.s. of (15) , σ denotes the relevant mass-energy density, which shall have to be defined in terms of the energy-momentum tensor T (that we take in mass units), and which will reduce to the Newtonian (restmass) density ρ in the nonrelativistic limit. It is worth noting that the equation assumed [4] for the previous (anisotropic-metric) version of the theory is indeed a special case of Eq. (15) [25] . Let us thus start from (15) and (16), or equivalently from (16) and
3.2 The equation for the scalar gravitational field and the energy equation
Although, as we mentioned, the physical metric is directly relevant to translate the heuristic considerations on the "gravitational ether" into restrictions imposed on the field equation, it would obviously be more tractable if the latter could be written also in terms of the flat background metric. Thus, let us evaluate the spatial term ∆ g ρ e on the l.h.s. of (17) . From the definition
and since, by (6), we have
it follows that, in Cartesian coordinates for g 0 , it holds
Accounting for the definition of β from ρ e (Eq. (2)), we get:
Hence, if the sought-for finalization of Eq. (17) is to be reexpressed nicely in terms of the flat metric, the field variable should be
(The minus sign is chosen so that ψ ≥ 0, see Eq.
(2).)
On the other hand, we impose on the field equation the additional condition that an exact local conservation law, i.e. a zero 4-divergence, must be found with some consistent definition of the energy, which should be the sum of a material energy and a gravitational energy. For any metric having the form (4), and independently of any restriction on the equation for the scalar field, the following identity:
allows us to rewrite the time component of the dynamical equation, (11) with (12), as
Thus, α must be a 4-divergence by virtue of the equation for the scalar field. Using now the specific form (6) assumed for the space metric, we have Eq. (19) and get from (4):
so that, in Cartesian coordinates for g 0 and with x 0 = cT ,
Together with (21), Eq. (26) makes it obvious that the relevant scalar field is indeed ψ ≡ −Logβ. We note the identities
From these, and from (26), it follows that, if we take the gravitational source σ to be the energy component T 00 , and if we simply postulate for ψ the flat wave equation:
then we indeed obtain α as a 4-divergence:
(henceforth, div, grad and also ∆ shall be the standard operators defined with the Euclidean metric g 0 ). More complicated time derivatives in the field equation could also provide a conservation equation, but the spatial term is more or less imposed to be ∆ψ by (21) , while the source σ should be T 00 due to (26) . We have currently few constraints on the time-derivative part of the equation for the scalar gravitational field. Hence, Occam's razor leads us to state (28) as the equation for the scalar field. (This corresponds to F (β) = β 2 in Eq. (17).)
Thus, by assuming the validity of Eq. (28), we obtain the following conservation equation for the energy:
where the material and gravitational energy densities are given (in mass units) by
and the corresponding fluxes are:
The scalar field equation (28) and the conservation equation (30) are valid in any coordinates (y µ ) adapted to the preferred frame and such that y 0 = x 0 ≡ cT . We note in particular that, although the d'Alembert operator is generally-covariant, Eq. (28) does not admit a change in the time coordinate y 0 , because ψ ≡ −Log √ γ 00 and σ ≡ T 00 behave differently under a change y ′0 = φ(y 0 ). 5 This restriction is consistent with the logic of the theory.
Similarly, let us rewrite the spatial component of the equation of motion of a continuum (11) in terms of the scalar field (22), using the explicit form (4)-(6) of the metric, and the identity
(where the Γ ′µ νλ 's are the Christoffel symbols of metric γ). Adopting Galilean coordinates (x µ ) for the flat metric γ 0 henceforth, we find after an easy algebra:
An identity similar to (27) (with ψ ,i instead of ψ ,0 ) allows to get the r.h.s. as a 4divergence, using the scalar field equation (28) . Due to the remaining source term on the l.h.s., it is in general not possible to rewrite (34) as a zero flat 4-divergence.
I.e., there is no local conservation equation for the total (material plus gravitational) momentum in this theory. Anyway, the local conservation of the total momentum, when it arises in some theory, does not mean the conservation of the global (integrated) 4 We use the fact that, from (4) and (25), √ −γ T 0 0 = β −2 T 0 0 = T 00 and √ −γ T j 0 = β −2 T j 0 = T 0j in Cartesian coordinates, so that (30) with (31) and (32) apply then-but these are space-covariant equations. 5 However, we note also that a mere change in the time unit, T ′ = aT , does not affect the time coordinate x 0 ≡ cT (since c becomes c ′ = c/a), hence leaves Eqs. (28) and (30) invariant. momentum of matter-a priori, it should rather preclude this, for it is unlikely that both the global material momentum and the global "gravitational momentum" could be separately conserved. In Newton's theory, in which there is a local conservation for the total momentum, the global momentum of matter is conserved, however, because there the global value of the gravitational momentum turns out to be zero [35] .
Equations of motion and matter production for a perfect fluid
In most applications of a "relativistic" theory of gravitation, it is enough (and it is indeed usual [23, 24, 38, 39, 17] ) to consider a perfect fluid, because: i) the stress tensor, i.e., the spatial part of tensor T, has normally a non-spherical part small enough that the latter does not bring significant post-Newtonian (PN) corrections; and ii) the motion of astronomical bodies can be described as approximately rigid (here also, it is an even better approximation if one assumes this only at the stage of calculating the PN corrections), in which case a viscosity has no effect. For a perfect fluid, with its well-known expression for tensor T [23] , depending on the pressure p, the proper density of rest mass ρ * , the density of elastic energy per unit rest mass Π, and the velocity u ≡ dx/dT = βv, we introduce the field variable
and rewrite the equation of motion (34) and the energy conservation (30) respectively as:
and e −4ψ θ ,T + e −4ψ θu j ,j = −ψ ,T σ + 1 c 2 e 2ψ p ,T .
As it has been discussed in detail in Ref. [36] , the exact energy conservation of the scalar theory precludes in general an exact conservation of (rest-)mass. There, it has been shown that, already for a perfect and isentropic fluid, the general form (11) of the equations of motion for a continuum implies a reversible creation/destruction of matter in a variable gravitational field. Let us note U the 4-velocity, with U µ ≡ dy µ /ds. One finds that the rate of creation/destruction is [36] :
This equation holds true independently of the scalar field equation and the specific form of the space metric [36] . With the new form (6) assumed for the space metric, we get:
which is three times the rate found with the formerly-assumed anisotropic space metric [36] . Of course, the actual values of β and β ,0 in a given physical situation may depend on the theory. However, anticipating over the next Section, we can write down the weak-field approximations of β and its relative rate as:
with U the Newtonian potential, whose time-derivative has to be taken in the preferred frame. This, indeed, gives three times the former weak-field prediction forρ, namely it givesρ
which remains extremely small in usual conditions, but would be significant inside stars (see Ref. [36] for details). This is an original prediction of the scalar theory.
5 Post-Newtonian approximation (PNA)
Definition of the asymptotic scheme of PNA
The purpose of the post-Newtonian approximation is to obtain asymptotic expansions of the fields as functions of a relevant field-strength parameter λ, and to deduce expanded equations (which are much more tractable than the original equations) by inserting the expansions into the field equations. To do this in a mathematically meaningful way, it is necessary that one can make λ tend towards zero, hence one must (conceptually) associate to the given gravitating system S a family (S λ ) of systems, i.e., a family of solution fields of the system of equations. This family has to be defined by a family of boundary conditions-initial conditions for that matter, because here gravitation propagates with a finite velocity. The system of interest, S, must itself correspond to a small value λ 0 of the parameter, thus "justifying" to use the asymptotic expansions for that value. The definition of the family involves two conditions which make this family represent the Newtonian limit: as λ → 0, i) the physical metric γ (λ) must tend towards the flat metric γ 0 , and ii) the fields must become equivalent to "corresponding" Newtonian fields. The first condition is easy to be explicited in a scalar theory, in which the relation between γ and γ 0 depends only on the scalar gravitational field. Condition ii) asks for two preliminaries: a) that one disposes of a relevant family of Newtonian systems, for comparison, and b) that one is able to define a natural equivalent of the Newtonian gravitational field, i.e., the Newtonian potential U N . (The matter fields for a perfect fluid are the same in a "relativistic" theory as in Newtonian gravity (NG), up to slight modifications.) Point a) is easily fulfilled, once it is recognized [22, 19] that there is an exact similarity transformation in NG, which is appropriate to describe the weak-field limit in NG itself [19] . This immediately suggests defining the family (S λ ) by applying the similarity transformation of NG to the initial data defining a gravitating system in the investigated theory [22, 19] -preferably to that initial data, of a generalenough nature, which precisely defines the system of interest, S [19] . Of course, to use the Newtonian transformation demands that point b) has been solved, which depends on the precise equations of the theory.
The application of these principles to the scalar ether-theory has been done in detail for its first version [19] . (See Ref. [20] , Sect. 2, for a synopsis and a few complementary points.) The modifications to be done for the present version are straightforward. The definition of the metric (4)- (6) and that of the scalar field ψ (22) imply that condition i) is equivalent to asking that ψ (λ) → 0 as λ → 0. Therefore, we may define a dimensionless weak-field parameter simply as
(at the initial time, say). Moreover, from the scalar field equation (28), we see that
satisfies the wave equation with the same r.h.s. (in the Newtonian limit where σ ∼ ρ) as Poisson's equation of NG, and the retardation effects should become negligible in the Newtonian limit. Hence, V is a natural equivalent of U N . Thus, the Newtonian limit is defined by the same family of initial conditions as in the first version [19] , though with the new definition (43) of V : at the initial time, 6
The system S λ is hence defined as the solution of the above initial-value problem P λ . One expects that the solution fields admit expansions in powers of λ, whose dominant terms have the same orders in λ as the initial conditions. It is then easy to check that, by adopting 
6 Since the given system is assumed to correspond to a small value λ 0 ≪ 1, the transformation goes first from λ 0 to λ = 1, and then from λ = 1 to the arbitrary value λ. This amounts to substituting ξ ≡ λ/λ 0 for λ and p (λ0) , etc., for p (1) , etc. [19] . Moreover, we consider a barotropic fluid: ρ * = F (p). Thus, the initial conditions for p and for ρ * are actually not independent, and one must assume that F (λ) (p) = λF (1) (λ −2 p) [19] . Note that the small parameter λ considered in the present paper corresponds to ε 2 , where ε is that used in Ref. [19] . and one deduces expansions for the other fields. (Of course, all fields depend on the small parameter λ ∝ 1/c 2 .) In these varying units, we have T = λ 1/2 T 0 where T 0 is the "true" time, i.e., that measured in fixed units. Hence cT = c 0 T 0 is proportional to the true time. But since the true velocities in system S λ vary like λ 1/2 [Eq. (46)], it is T , not cT ∝ T 0 , which remains nearly the same, as λ is varied, for one orbital period of a given body in the Newtonian limit. Therefore, in this limit, thus for PN expansions, one must take x ′0 ≡ T as the time variable, in the varying units utilized for the expansions. This means that, in these units, the expansions are first of all valid at fixed values of x and T ; and one can differentiate them with respect to these variables, because it is reasonable to expect that the expansions are uniform in x taken in the "near zone" occupied by the gravitating system, and in T taken in an interval where the system remains quasi-periodic [19] .
Main expansions and expanded equations
Inserting (47) 1 into the scalar field equation (28) and accounting for the fact that the time variable is x ′0 ≡ T (in the varying units utilized), yields after powers identification:
is the 1PN expansion of the active mass density. Thus, the retardation effect disappears in the PN expansions. (However, the "propagating" (hyperbolic) character of the gravitational equations is maintained through the fact that an initial-value problem is considered.) From (48) with appropriate boundary conditions (U = O(1/r) and grad U = O(1/r 2 ) as r → ∞) [19] , it follows that U ≡ V 0 is the Newtonian potential associated with σ 0 :
(V will denote the Euclidean volume measure on the space M), and that (imposing the same boundary conditions to B as those for U)
The mass centers will be defined as barycenters of ρ, the density of rest-mass in the preferred frame and with respect to the Euclidean volume measure V [20] . It is related to the proper rest-mass density ρ * by Lorentz and gravitational contraction [35] , so that ρ = ρ * γ v √ g/ g 0 , hence from (19) :
Using this and the definitions (28) 2 and (35), and since we have from (49):
we get:
and
The expansion of the equation of motion (36) and the energy equation (37) gives, at the order zero:
which are just the Newtonian equations. The expanded equations of the order one in 1/c 2 are:
Combining (58), the continuity equation (59), and the 0-order expansion of the isentropy equation:
one gets in a standard way the Newtonian energy equation:
Subtracting (63) from (61) gives us
which (together with (59)) means that mass is conserved at the first PNA of the scalar theory, also in this second version.
Application: gravitational effects on light rays
The effects of a gravitational field on an electromagnetic ray, seen as a "photon" (a test particle with zero rest-mass), represent the most practically-important modification to NG. In this theory, they can be obtained by applying the extension (9) of Newton's second law, in which F 0 = 0 and the mass content of the energy E = hν has to be substituted for the inertial mass m(v). In the new version of the scalar theory, things go in close parallel with the former version, based on an anisotropic space contraction [40, 5] :
• i) The main step is the recognition [40] that the PN equation of motion for a photon, obtained thus, coincides with the PN expansion of the geodesic equation for a light-like particle in the space-time metric γ, because the Γ ′i 0j = 1 2 g ik ∂ 0 g kj Christoffel symbols of γ are O(c −2 ) and the Γ ′ 0 jk = 1 2 γ 00 ∂ 0 g jk are O(c −4 ) (with x ′0 ≡ T as the time coordinate). This holds true in the present version based on Eq. (6) for the space metric, because the same expansion [Eq. (53) above] applies as in the former version. Therefore, to compute the effects of a weak gravitational field on light rays, one has to study the PN expansion of γ in the relevant reference frame: that frame E V which moves with the velocity V, assumed constant, of the mass-center of the gravitating system. In coordinates (x ′µ ) that are Galilean for the flat metric γ 0 and adapted to the frame E V , the components γ ′ µν of γ are deduced from its components in the preferred frame (Eqs. (4) and (6)) by a special Lorentz transform, relative to γ 0 [40] ; hence the γ ′ µν 's depend only on the field β (not any more on its derivatives, as was the case with the former version), and on the velocity V .
• ii) Inserting the expansion (53) of β, one gets the PN expansion of the γ ′ µν 's. The PN expansion of γ ′ 00 is enough to compute the gravitational redshift. It is still γ ′ 00 = 1 − 2Uc −2 + O(c −4 ) with U the Newtonian potential: this holds true in the present version (in particular, Eq. (52) of Ref. [40] holds true). To get the other two effects of gravitation on light rays, namely the deflection and the time delay, one needs to compute the PN expansion of all components γ ′ µν . One finds easily that, as before [40] , γ ′ 0i = O(c −3 ) (in fact γ ′ 0i = 0 for i = 2 and 3, now); such γ ′ 0i = O(c −3 ) component(s) have (has) no influence on the PN equation of motion of a photon (see the equation after Eq. (9.2.4) in Weinberg [38] , and see Eqs. (9.1.16), (9.1.19) and (9.1.21) there). And one finds that
. Thus, in the new version of the scalar ethertheory, the PN equation of motion of a photon coincides with the PN geodesic equation of motion of a photon in the so-called [17] "standard PN metric" of GR, and this is true also in the relevant frame E V . In particular, in the SSS case, the formulas for the PN effects on photons are the same as those derived from the isotropic form of Schwarzschild's metric-or also from the harmonic form of the Schwarzschild metric (which is the SSS solution of the RTG [41] ), since its PN approximation is isotropic [23] and coincides with the PN approximation of the isotropic form. These predictions are accurately confirmed by observations [17] .
PN equations of motion of the mass centers
As already mentioned, the mass centers are defined [20] as local barycenters of the density of rest-mass in the preferred frame, ρ or rather ρ exact , Eq. (52). (Henceforth, the index 0 will be omitted for the zero-order (Newtonian) quantities, for conciseness; therefore, the exact quantities, when needed, are denoted by the index "exact.") Integrating Eq. (60) in the (time-dependent) domain D a occupied by body (a) (a = 1, ..., N) in the preferred frame E gives d dT
Accounting for Eq. (57) and for Eq. (3.21) of Ref. [20] , we get:
which is Eq. (4.9) of Ref. [20] , and with, as there,
but with modified definitions of I ai , J ai and K ai :
Together with the Newtonian equation, Eq. (67) allows in principle to calculate the 1PN motion of the mass centers: due to Eq. (3.15) of Ref. [20] , the 1PN acceleration of the mass center of body (a) is given by
in which M a andä are the Newtonian mass and acceleration. Equation (67) may be made tractable for celestial mechanics, by taking benefit of: a) the good separation between bodies, and b) the fact that the main celestial bodies are nearly spherical, as in Ref. [21] . This is left to a future work. Here, we will study the point-particle limit of this equation and will show that the deadly violation of the WEP for a small body, which was found with the former version of the theory [18] , does not exist any more with the new version.
7 Point-particle limit and the WEP In order to define that limit rigorously and generally, we consider (as in Ref. [18] ) a family of 1PN systems, that are identical up to the size of the body numbered (1): this size is a small parameter ξ. We have to expand as ξ → 0 the integrals (69), (70), and (71), for the small body, i.e. a = 1. (As to the zero-order (Newtonian) acceleration of the small body, it tends towards the acceleration of a test particle in the Newtonian field U (a) of the other bodies [18] , as expected.) To do that, we use the simplifying assumption according to which the Newtonian motion of the small body is a rigid motion. The calculations are very similar to those [18] with the previous version, though simpler for the K ai integral; hence, we shall be concise.
The general case
The modification of the calculations in Ref. [18] , Sect. 3, is immediate for I ai and K ai . We get [reserving henceforth the letter a for the first, small body (for which a = 1 in fact) and using the letter b for the other, massive bodies]:
K a 3 = M aȧ 2 ∇U (a) (a) + O(ξ 4 ).
As to the integral J ai , it has the same expression as before [20] , but the PN correction σ 1 to the active mass density is now given by Eq. (56). Therefore, the expansion (3.27) of Ref. [18] remains valid for J ai , but we have now: 
Beside α a and β aj , Eq. (3.27) of Ref. [18] involves also all those multipoles of the densities ρ and σ 1 that correspond to the other bodies. Since all of these equations contain the (Newtonian) mass M a as a common factor, it follows that the 1PN acceleration A a of the (mass center of the) small body (a), Eqs. (67) and (72), does not depend on its mass M a . It then also follows from these equations (including Eq. (3.27) of Ref. [18] ) that, neglecting O(ξ) terms in A a , it depends only: and time, by an analogy with the effects of a uniform motion that are at the basis of Lorentz-Poincaré (special) relativity [4, 25] . However, the contraction of physical objects in a gravitational field, as it appears in terms of the "unaffected" Euclidean metric, may either occur in one direction only [4] , as for the Lorentz contraction, or else it may affect all (infinitesimal) directions equally [42, 43, 25] . The first version of the theory was based on a unidirectional contraction [4] , and passed a number of tests [7, 5] , but it has been discarded by a significant violation of the weak equivalence principle (WEP), which has been found to occur for extended bodies at the point-particle limit [18] . In the present paper, a new version of the theory, based on a locally isotropic contraction, has been fully constructed. It has been shown that the new version also explains the gravitational effects on light rays (Subsect. 5.3). Being based on the same dynamics as the former version, and being also based on a wave equation for the scalar gravitational field, it should lead, as did the former version [5] , to a "quadrupole formula" similar to that used in GR to analyse the data of binary pulsars [44] . Moreover, because the metric in the new version is similar to the "standard PN metric" of GR while the local equations of motion are also similar to those of GR, the celestial mechanics of that theory should improve over Newtonian celestial mechanics. Of course, these two points will have to be checked.
It has been proved here that the present new version of the theory solves completely the problem with the WEP, that occurred at the first post-Newtonian approximation in the former version (Sect. 7) . When that (deadly) WEP violation had been found, it had been argued [18] that the reason for it was the dependence of the PN spatial metric on the spatial derivatives of the Newtonian potential U. That dependence applies also to the PN spatial metric valid for the standard form of Schwarzschild's metric of GR, and hence the same dependence should be found for general situations in "Schwarzschildlike" gauges. 8 Therefore, it had been suggested that a similar violation might occur in GR with such "Schwarzschild-like" gauges [18] . The present results go more likely in the sense of supporting that guess, since switching to an isotropic space metric, whose PN form depends on U but not on its derivatives, indeed suppresses the violation. However, the present kind of rigorous calculation would be more difficult to implement in GR, due to its greater complexity as compared with the present theory. The main difficulty is that there are (four) nonlinear constraint equations on the initial data in GR. Hence it is not generally possible, in GR, to define a family of initial conditions by merely multiplying each field in a given initial data by some power of the small parameter, as in Eqs. (44)-(46) that define the asymptotic PN scheme in the present theory.
